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Response to Comment Set C.12:  Joseph and Dawn Lucido 

C.12-1 Thank you for submitting your opinion on the Project. 

C.12-2 Alternative 5 would not entail the removal of 30 to 40 homes. As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, the 
alternative alignment would be constructed across 103 privately owned parcels. The majority of land 
uses that would be restricted as a result of Alternative 5 would be the erection of new structures 
within the alternative ROW. However, given that SCE has not conducted construction or final 
alignment and design studies for Alternative 5, the EIR/EIS has assumed that the removal of one or 
more homes may occur. As such, Section C.9.10.2 (Impact L-3) concluded that potential impacts to 
residential land uses as a result of Alternative 5 would be significant and unavoidable. 

C.12-3 Please see General Response Comment GR-1 regarding potential effects on property values and 
General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

C.12-4 See Response to Comment C.12-2. Alternative 5 would not result in the displacement of a 
significant portion of the families in the Leona Valley, nor would it necessitate the closure of local 
schools. 

C.12-5 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 

C.12-6 Your comment will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and 
alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

C.12-7 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures for an EIR/EIS. 

C.12-8 No existing homes were deleted out of photographs of existing landscape conditions. In all 
photographs of existing conditions, no landscape features were removed or altered in any way. If 
photographs of existing landscape conditions show vacant lands, it is because the view across these 
existing vacant lands provided excellent observation of landscapes that would be affected by 
construction and operation of a new 500-kV transmission line. As described in Section C.15.1.1, 
photographs used in the EIR/EIS were taken from vantage points called key observation positions 
(KOPs). Each KOP was carefully selected to display the typical or worst-case view from major 
travel routes or use areas that provide visual access to affected landscapes. From dozens of potential 
observer positions and in consultation with CPUC and Forest Service personnel, 14 locations were 
selected as KOPs for detailed analysis of the proposed Project, and 14 additional KOPs were 
selected for detailed analysis of alternatives. 

 In addition, the steps taken in the visualization process are described below, with the corresponding 
software platforms employed: 

• Photo/3D Model Composite Simulation:  Generally, to ensure a high degree of visual 
accuracy in the simulations, Computer Aided Design (CAD) equipment allows for life-size 
modeling within the computer. This translates to using real world scaling and dimensioning 
to portray locations of facilities/structures. Camera locations and bearings, corresponding 
with 3D simulation viewpoints, were generated using ortho-rectified aerial photography in 
conjunction with USGS topographical quad maps. 

 
• AutoCAD & 3D Studio Max Electronic Model Data Integration:  USGS topographical 

quad maps and ortho-rectified aerial photography were initially employed as a background 
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references.  Auto-CAD drawings of the proposed structure locations and orientations were 
generated based upon information provided by the Applicant. Corresponding camera 
positions and orientations were also recorded in the same 3D coordinate space. 3D Studio 
massing models of the proposed structures, and camera locations, were generated in real 
world scale and orientation, with respect to each other, including: the USGS topographical 
quad maps, the ortho-rectified aerial photography, and the 3D AutoCAD drawings on which 
they were placed. 

 
• 3D Studio Max - Simulation Generation:  An electronic camera lens matching the lens that 

was actually used in the field was placed at its appropriate position in 3D coordinate space.  
A Canon 20D digital SLR camera was used with the equivalent of a 50-mm film lens, 
resulting in a “normal” view, consistently throughout the process. This lens selection allows 
for viewing of the model generated above in the same way the project would be viewed in the 
field.  Next, the photography was imported into the 3D database and loaded as an 
environment map, within which, the camera view of the 3D model was generated. To 
generate the correct view relative to the actual photographs, the electronic camera was placed 
at a location, (within the computer), corresponding to the location of its physical counter part 
in the actual field during the photo shoot. This was supported by documented camera 
location, bearing/ direction, and lens type, which were recorded during the generation of the 
digital photography itself.  From here, the 3D wire frame models of the proposed structures 
were displayed, along with any significant existing structures, so that proper alignment, 
scale, angle, and distance could be verified. To complete this phase, the sun angle was set, 
materials and textures were applied, and finally, the composite image was rendered through 
computer image processing commonly known as Ray Tracing.   

 
• Adobe Photo Shop:  Necessary layers were then created within the photography, 

representing foreground and background, with respect to the 3D model and its appropriate 
position within the topography. Once the final composite for the simulated view was 
completed, additional filters designed to achieve atmospheric conditions such as: blur, haze, 
etc., were applied, as appropriate.   

C.12-9 In July 2006, as arrangements were being made to release the Draft EIR/EIS, public meetings were 
scheduled for August 28, 29, and 30 in Quartz Hill, Santa Clarita, and Agua Dulce, respectively. 
Meeting locations were picked in Quartz Hill and Santa Clarita with the intent of having a public 
meeting north of Angeles National Forest and another public meeting south of the Forest. The 
public meeting in Agua Dulce was scheduled as a central location along the route of Alternative 5. 
At the time, this was considered to be a reasonable number and distribution of meetings. In 
addition, the Forest Service made a presentation and answered questions regarding the proposed 
transmission project at the Leona Valley Town Council meeting on September 11. Please note that 
public meetings are not a required component of the EIR/EIS process. 

C.12-10 SCE’s proposed Project and several of the alternatives analyzed in the EIR/EIS include the use of 
existing transmission rights-of-way. However, the proposed Project and each of the alternatives 
would require the acquisition of land for right-of-way purposes, either for new transmission 
corridors or for widening of existing transmission corridors. Please see General Response GR-4 
regarding the development of alternative routes outside of NFS lands. 
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